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Offic Action Summary 



Application No. 



Applicant(s) 



Examiner 



Group Art Unit 



— The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet beneath th correspondence address— 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE ^r^o^TH* MONTH(S) FROM THE MAILING DATE 



OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 



► MONTHS 



- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed after SIX ( 
from the mailing date of this communication. 

- if the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 
If NO period for reply is specified above, such period shall, by default expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this cx>mmunication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. §133). 

- Any reply iBceh^ by the Office later than thn^ caTlmunk^tkxi, even may reduce any earned patent 
term adjustment See 37 CFR 1 704(b). 



/ £(Responsive to communication® filed on 

□ This action is FINAL. 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits Is closed in 
accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 1 1 ; 453 O.G. 21 3. 

Dlsposfti n of Claims 

'Claim®, 



I -3) 



Of the above claim(s)_ 

□ Claim(s>^_ 
J0TCIaim(s) — ^ 

□ Claim(s)_ — : 

□ Claim(s) 



1, 2 , 4 AfJi7 



$-3 1 
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Application Papers 

□ Th proposed drawing correction, filed on . 

□ Th drawing(s) filed on ■ 



is/are pending in the application. 

. is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

is/are allowed. 

is/are rejected. 

is/are objected to. 

are subject to restriction or election 
requirement 



is □ approved □ disapproved. 



is/are objected to by the Examiner 



□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C.§ 119 (aHd) 

□ Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. §119 (aHd)- 
□ All □ Some* □ None of the: 

□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No 

□ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received 

in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7.2(a)) 
*Certrfied copies not received: ■ - - ; 



Attachments) 

IS Information Disclosure Statements), PTO-1449, Paper No(s). 
pg( Notice of Reference^) Cited, PTO-892 
Q Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948 



□ Interview Summary, PTCM13 

□ Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTO-1 52 

□ Oth r " V- 
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1 . Applicant's election without traverse of species "O", depicted by Fig. 47a, in Paper No. 9 
is acknowledged. 

Applicant asserts that claims 3-6 are directed to the elected species "O", depicted by 
figure 47a. The examiner agrees that claim 3-5 read on the elected species. However, the 
examiner disagrees and states that claim 6 is drawn to one of other species, such as figure 49, due 
to the fact that the planar array of reflecting facets is defined by the second surface of the front 
plate which is not the case with elected species "O", which defines that the planar array of 
reflecting facets is defined by the first surface of the rear plate. Accordingly, claim 6 is withdrawn 
from further consideration. It is believed that applicant met to refer to claim 7. Accordingly, claim 
7, will be examined along with the elected species. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 6 and 8-3 1 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 
1. 142(b) as being drawn to a nonelected species. Election was made without traverse in Paper 

No. 9. 

3. Claims 3-5 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards 
as the invention. 

In claim 3, lines 4 and 5 and claim 5, lines 5-7 and 9, the use of the language "said mirror" 
is confusing. It is unclear to the examiner whether applicant is referring to the main viewing 
mirror, the auxiliary mirror or the both the main viewing mirror and the auxiliary mirror. 
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4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use 
or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

5. Claims 3 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by McColgan et 

al ('467). 

McColgan et al discloses a mirror assembly comprising a main viewing mirror (4), an 
auxiliary mirror (8) having a magnification less than that of the main viewing mirror and means 
(40) for selectively varying the intensity of the reflection from at least a portion of said mirror 
assembly. See Figures 1-15 and the associated description thereof. 

6. Claim 5 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the rejection(s) under 35 
U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, set forth in this Office action. 

7. Claim 7 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, 
second paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

8. The references lined through on the information disclosure statement, filed on 12/1 1/00, 
have not been considered due to the fact that applicant failed to supply a copy of the reference. It 
has been placed in the application file, but the information referred to therein has not been 
considered as to the merits. Applicant is advised that the date of any re-submission of any item of 
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information contained in this information disclosure statement or the submission of any missing 
element(s) will be the date of submission for purposes of determining compliance with the 
requirements based on the time of filing the statement, including all certification requirements for 
statements under 37 CFR 1.97(e). See MPEP § 609 C(l). 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to R. D. Shafer at 
telephone number (703) 308-4813. 



RDS 



July 29, 2002 




